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At oN writer. | Professor Sheldon Amos was, as might be expected, the 
4 of Gib. —_—_ ——_—__—_——— | most intelligent and reasonable of the advocates of a 
st, Liver. fF ‘ 3 | - and he showed by his remarks that he understood 
1 and recognized the real difficulties that would beset such 
tae Ehe So icitors Sourna , | an undertaking. Nevertheless, we cannot agree with 
Fo ENE RLY | him that the time is ripe for codification; although 
par LONDON, OCTOBER 16, 1875. ! he has himself now limited his demand by pis 
ich sster, ert ae ot ing constitutional law from the proposed code. In 
Coantey CURRENT TOPICS. noticing some time since his interesting work on Codifi- 
2% We Print ELSEWuERE a full report of the provincial | Cation we stated several particulars (of which this 
6 meeting of the Incorporated Law Society. We learn \ ¥48 one) in which his scheme appeared to us unsound, 
c, Mer. that the attendance numbered between 250 and 300, | and we then pointed out that the state of unusual flux 
bile, that the discussions were often animated, and that the | 82d reconstruction produced by the Judicature Act was 
Hces of meeting, as a whole, was very successful. The most | itself a reason for delaying, for a time, at least, any 
Osta important practical result was the resolution adopted | attempt at codification of the general law. We think so 
te that, “in the opinion of this meeting, it is desirable that | Still, and cannot agree with Mr. Amos that the most 
at 3 at itshould be understood to be the rule that solicitors ' convenient method of transforming the old law into the 
16 at3 practising in the district of a district registry who may | 2¢w would be to perform so sudden and universal an 
undertake business in that registry on instructions ; 0peration as he proposes. . 
ofl -ee received from another solicitor shall conduct the business We have, however, on many occasions advocated a 
19 at 3 on the usual agency terms.” This resolution, it is to be | consolidation of the great bulk of the statutory law; and 
presumed, will receive the support of the council of | this is a scheme which is not only feasible in itself, but 
Bias the society. Among the incidents of discussion there | Would be a fit preparation for any larger measure. We 
8 of are to be noted the amusing explosions of feeling with | observe that some such idea was indeed put forward by 
ton reference to the Judicature Acts and rules, and the | one speaker at the Social Science Congress, but in such 
= special interest manifested in the question of legal edu- | Tidiculously minute proportions, and with such forget- 
tems cation. fulness of recent legislation, as deprived the suggestion 
re tax of all value. 
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Wx AkE MORE PLEASED THAN suRPRISED to learn that f 
ed the obnoxious rules lately issued by the Admiralty on Tue Masrgr or tHe Rotts seems to have seisin of the 
ear the subject of fugitive slaves are about to be withdrawn. | °48es in which the question {is raised, whether in a con- 
also We may attribute to the original design an innocent tract for the sale of real estate the vendor is sufficiently 
parte intention if the purpose was only to repress a too great | described to satisfy the judge-made rule that, in the 
—7 eagerness on the part of officers in her Majesty's service | Writing required by the Statute of Frauds, the parties 
to make their ships, while lying within the ports of | must be specified either nominally or by description or 
— countries where slavery exists, into refuges for escaped | Teference. Having decided in Sale v Lambert (22 W. R. 
slayes. Whether, indeed, any such danger really existed, , 478, L. R. 18 Eq. 1) that the word “ proprietor” was a 
or whether it existed only in the fancy of some crotchety | Sufficient description, and in Potter v. Dujield (22 W. R. 
official, or whether the whole affair was not due merely | 585, L. R. 18 Eq. 4) that “ vendor” was not (see on these 
to that love of meddling which often besets men in | °ases 18 8. J. 930), his honour, in the recent case of Cum- 
authority, we cannot tell. Weare very much inclined to | ™#ns v. Scott (23 W. R. 498, L. R. 20 Eq. 1), with 
ach, doubt whether any real occasion existed for the issue of | Considerable ingenuity, spelled out a sufficient deserip- 
any instructions on the subject. But assuming that some | tion from the conditions of sale, the description so ex- 
instructions were needed to the effect suggested, it is | tracted being “a company which is now in possession 
dificult to conceive anything simpler or more easy to = — ane pga hoa a = erm wd ve 
i : i i rty. is is certaix 
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on the part of the draftsman to turn such instructions 
43 We must suppose him to have received into the un- 
fortunate rules which have called forth so strong a re- 
monstrance from the public, and singular carelessness in 
those who allowed them to issue without seeing their 
import and effect. A careful perusal of the full text of 
the rules shows that every word of the strictures we made 
upon them was justified; and though more may have 

sometimes said as to the extent to which they 
Violated the settled principles of English law than was 
quite warranted, the criticism of the public was far too 
Well grounded and too strongly pronounced to leave any 
doubt as to their fate. 





Tux coprrication oy Enatisu Law has again formed 





the subject of discussion in the councile of the Social 


prietor,” and there is accordingly not the same reason 
for objecting to the recent decision as to that in Sale v. 
Lambert. At the same time, it seems to us very strange 
that practitioners should persist in drawing conditions 
of sale which do not distinctly say who and what the 
vendors are, when it is so well known that the statutet 
as interpreted by the bench, requires the written contract 
to contain a sufficient description of both parties, It 
may be that the defence of insufficient description 
is not one likely to be favoured, and that, as in 
the recent case, the judge may show astuteness in 
turning incidental expressions into a sufficient i 
tion; but, an the other hand, in a matter of this kind, it 
is always possible for the courts to veer round to the 
opposite extreme, and be in favour of upholding a rule so 
distinctly laid down by the authorities. 
50 
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Tue case or T'yers v. Rosedale and Ferryhill Iron Com- 
pany (23 W. R. 871, L. R. 10 Ex. 195) leaves unsettled 
more than it decides of the difficult question presented 
by it, yet what it decides is important enough to be 
noted. The facts were that a correspondence had taken 
place between the plaintiff, the buyer, and the defend- 
ants, the sellers, of a quantity of iron to be delivered in 
monthly parcels, by which the plaintiff had, during 
several months, requested the defendants that he might 
not be called on to take the monthly deliveries, 
and the defendants had acquiesced in his wishes. 
In the last month of the contract the plaintiff 
at once called for the whole of the undelivered 

iron, amounting to about 2,000 tons; but the defend ants 
alle ging that he had waived or abandoned the monthly 
deliveries which, at his request, had not been made at 
the time when they were due, refused to deliver any 
but the one remaining monthly parcel. The plaintiff 
having brought this action for non-delivery, the question 
presented itself, had the correspondence the effect 
of an abandonment by the plaintiff month by month of 
his right to the undelivered parcels, and by the defend- 
ants of their right to deliver; or was the delivery only 
postponed ? If it was only postponed, to what date was it 
postponed, and had the plaintiff the right he claimed of 
calling at once for the whole arrears? or was the delivery 
postponed in such a way that the defendants could only 
be called upon to deliver, and the plaintiff to receive, at 
the same rate as under the contract? or was each party 
only entitled to a reasonable time for delivery and ac- 
ceptance respectively? And, further, a question the 
answer to which depended on the last, what was the 
measure of damages against the defendants for their ab- 
solute refusal to deliver? If the right was to immediate 
delivery of the whole, the difference between the contract 
and the market price at the date of refusal was, of 
course, the measure; but if not, what was the proper 
mode of assessing damages where the contract was for 
delivery by instalments in the future, and the breach was 
a refusal once for all to deliver before the time for de- 
livery arrived ? or, again, what was the measure of 
damages if the delivery was to be in a reasonable time ? 

Upon the construction of the correspondence the court 
below had held (Martin, B., diss.) that the right to 
call for the arrears was abandoned; but the Exchequer 
Chamber reversed their decision and held the plaintiff 
entitled to recover. As the question turned on the con- 
struction of a particular series of letters, the decision 
may seem too special to be of general importance; but 
it may be said that the effect of the decision is that, as a 
general rule, where by the consent of the parties, which- 
ever of them makes the request, the delivery of instal- 
ments of a contract is not made at the stipulated time, 
the right to make and to call for delivery of those instal- 
ments is not abandoned, but the time for delivery is only 
postponed. 

But here the decision stops short. The damages were 
in fact assessed on the footing that the plaintiff had a 
right to call for the whole arrears at once, and it was 
conceded that no other mode of calculation would have 
been more favourable for the defendants. Therefore it be- 
came immaterial to inquire how the remaining questions 
ought to be answered, and the court declined to pro- 
nounce any opinion upon them. It seems, however, to 
have been the opinion of Cockburn, C.J., that the post- 
poned deliveries were to be made rateably; while, on the 
contrary, Martin, B., in the court below, thought the 
right was to have immediate delivery of the whole. Upon 
this question we will only venture to say that it seems to 
us there are really only two alternatives—immediate de- 
livery, and rateable delivery. A contract for immediate 
delivery always imports delivery in a reasonable time, in 
this sense, that a delivery of a large quantity of goods 
cannot in the nature of things be made at once; all that 
can be required is reasonable speed according to the 
usual course of business and the 


SS 
| ableness, and how is the reasonableness of future de, 
: liveries to be ascertained with reference to the circum, 
: stance that the deliveries ought by the contract to hay 

been made in the past in certain rateable proportions? 
unless, indeed, it be that those rateable proportions are 
still to be observed, which brings us to the other branch 
| of the alternative. 





Ir sEEMS NOT UNLIKELY that the courts may, at an 
early period of their sittings under the new system, be 
called upon to decide on the effect of order 11 of the 
rules of court, as read with the 18th section of the 
Common Law Proeedure Act, 1852. By the latter section 
power was given to a plaintiff to issue a writ of summons 
for service on a British subject out of the jurisdiction in 
any place, except in Scotland or Ireland. This 
tion was, or at least might often be, a great hardship on 
plaintiffs, and was especially so, as is pointed out by Mr, 
Day in his note to the section, with regard to Scotland 
from the far wider power possessed by a plaintiff in the 
Scotch courts. Order 11, rule 1, of the rules provides 
for service out of the jurisdiction, but contains no words 
excepting Scotland and Ireland. Can a writ now be 
served on a British subject in Scotland or Ireland? The 
Act of 1875 contemplates the retention of such existing 
“methods of procedure” only as are not inconsistent 
with the Acts orrules. If the matter in question be 4 
matter of procedure, a new provision without an exception 
would appear to be inconsistent with an existing provi- 
sion containing an exception. But a doubt has been 
suggested whether the matter is not one of substantial 
law, and if so, where is it expressly altered ? The balance 
of authority seems to bein favour of the proposition that 
the exception has been abolished ; but the question does 
not seem free from doubt, and it is to be hoped that it 
will receive an early judicial decision. 





THE NEW PRACTICE: A READING OF THE 
RULES. 
EvipENCE. 


An equity judge of great eminence and experience a few 
years ago expressed very strongly his objection tothe prac- 
tice of examining witnesses in open court instead of before 
the examiners, in the regular way. After intimating 
that he was most reluctant to sanction such a practice, 
he said that “not only was the business of the court 
brought to a standstill, and all the other suitors delayed 
in the hearing of their causes, but it also very frequently 
happened that numerous witnesses were summoned at 4 
very great expense, and that hardly one of them was 
called when the case actually came on. On looking back 
at the cases in which examinations had been taken in 
court, he did not recall more than two in which aw 
corresponding benefit had been derived (a). If t 
estimate is well founded (which subsequent experience 
does not indicate) evil times are in store for 
suitors in the chancery division of the High Court, for 
in future the examination of witnesses vivd voce in open 
court, at the trial of any action, is to be the rule in the 
chancery as well as the other divisions of the High 
Court (4). The exceptions are that :—(1) The parties may 
agree to use affidavit evidence (c). But, as Mr. Haynes 
has shrewdly remarked (d), any mode of procedure re- 
quiring for its adoption agreement between hostile 
litigants generally remains unused. Moreover, although 
the evidence may by agreement be taken by affidavit, the 
cross-examination of the witnesses must take place in 
court at the trial(e). (2) A judge may at any time, 
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“for sufficient reason,” order that any particular facts 
may be proved by affidavit, or that the affidavit of any 
witness may be read at the hearing. But where it ap- 
s to the judge that the other party bond fide desires 
the production of a witness for cross-examination, and 
that such witness can be produced, an order is not to be 
made authorizing the evidence of such witness to be 
given by affidavit (/). It is obvious that the expression 
“for sufficient reason” is capable of widely different 
interpretations. A judge may deem it a sufficient reason 
for ordering evidence to be by affidavit that if it be taken 
orally the costs will be largely increased, and the progress 
of business impeded. But it would seem that under this 
vision a judge cannot properly make an order 
that all the facts in a case may be proved by affidavit, or 
that the affidavits of all the witnesses in a case may be read 
at the trial. The intention appears to be to restrict the 
order to certain specified facts, or the affidavits of certain 
specified witnesses, and only to allow these where pecu- 
liar circumstances render oral evidence undesirable. It 
is to be observed that section 20 of the Judicature Act, 
1875, refers to the above provision as “the power of the 
court, for special reasons, to allow . . . . affidavits to be 
read.” (3) A judge may at any time, for sufficient 
reason, order that any witness whose attendance in court 
ought for some sufficient cause to be dispensed with, 
shall be examined by interrogatories or otherwise before 
a commissioner or examiner (g). (4) Where it is neces- 
sary for the purposes of justice, a judge may order the 
deposition of any person to be taken at any place before 
any officer of the court or other person, to be filed, and 
to be given in evidence (h). (5) Upon motions, petitions, 
or summonses, evidence may be given by affidavit (7). 

Affidavits must be confined to such facts as the witness 
is able of his own knowledge to prove, except on inter- 
locutory motions, on which statements as to his belief, 
with the grounds thereof, may be admitted. The costs 
of affidavits unnecessarily setting forth hearsay, or argu- 
mentative matter, or copies of or extracts from docu- 
ments, are to be paid by the party filing the same (/). 
Where this question is not dealt with by the court, the 
taxing officer may disallow the costs of such affidavits (/). 

The rules as to affidavits may be shortly stated as 
follows :—The plaintiff must file them, and deliver a list 
of them to the defendant within fourteen days after the 
agreement to take affidavit evidence. Within fourteen 
days after delivery of the list the defendant must file his 
affidavits. The plaintiff has then seven days to file his 
affidavits in reply (which must be confined to matters 
strictly in reply). In each case the times specified may 
be altered by agreement between the parties, or by 
order of a judge. Any party desiring to cross-examine 
& deponent may serve upon the party filing the affi- 
davit, before the end of fourteen days from the expira- 
tion of the time for filing affidavits in reply, a notice 
to produce the deponent for cross-examination. The 
party to whom the notice is given may enforce the 
attendance of the deponent ; and unless the deponent is 
produced, his affidavit cannot be used as evidence, except 
by special leave (m). 

The party on whose behalf a deposition or affidavit is 
taken must print it (n). But affidavits and depo- 
titions which have previously been used upon any pro- 
ceeding without having been printed, need not be 
printed (0). In all cases affidavits may be printed if all 
parties consent, or by order of a judge (/). 

Before leaving the subject of evidence, reference should 
be made to the provisions of the rules with regard to 
admissions. 'Phey practically (7) continue the provisions 





(x) Order 38, rule 6; addi. 
tional rules, order 5, 
rule 1. See this order 

i, Ib, rule 2. for the rules as to print- 

Jb. rule 8. ing. 
Additional rules (General fe Addition alrules, order 2. 


Order 87, rule 1. 
Jb, 
Tb, rule 4, 


p) 1b. order 3. 


visions No, 18). 
m) Oner 38, rules fae (y) Order 32, rules 2—4. 





of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, and the 
Chancery Amendment Act, as to notice to admit docu- 
ments; and they allow any party to an action to give 
notice that he admits the whole or any part of the case 
stated by another party (r), but they do not extend the 
notice to admit documents to the facts in the case. 


Morton ror Naw Triat. 

The rules of the common law courts with reference 
to the time and mode of moving fora new trial are 
retained as regards actions in the Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, or Exchequer Divisions (s); but an 
important limitation has been placed on the power 
of a party to obtain a new trial. He cannot, as 
hitherto, obtain it as of right on misdirection or 
improper admission or rejection of evidence, but 
only if, in the opinion of the court, some substan- 
tial wrong or miscarriage has been thereby occa- 
sioned in the trial of the action (¢). Moreover, if it 
appears to the court that such wrong or miscarriage 
affects part only of the matter in controversy, the court 
may give final judgment as to part thereof, and direct a 
new trial as to the other part only (u). A new trial 
may be ordered on any question in an action, whatever 
be the grounds for the new trial, without interfering with 
the finding or decision upon any other question (v). 


JUDGMENT. 


The rules give the judge at the trial the option of 
taking one out of three courses with reference to the 
entry of judgment. 

He may (1) direct judgment to be entered for the party 
entitled (w). Where, at the trial of an action be- 
fore a jury, the judge has taken this course, any 
party may, without any leave reserved. move to set 
aside the judgment, and enter any other judgment, on 
the ground that the judgment directed to be entered is 
wrong by reason of the judge having caused the finding 
to be entered wrongly, with reference to the finding of 
the jury on the questions submitted to them (x). And 
at the trial of any action where the judge or referee 
has directed judgment to be entered, any party may, 
without leave reserved, move to set it aside, and enter 
any other judgment, on the ground that upon the 
finding, as entered, the judgment so directed is wrong (y). 
The order in these cases will be an order to show cause, 
returnable in eight days, and the motion must be made 
within four days after the trial, if the divisional court 
is then sitting, or within the first four days after the com- 
mencement of the sitting of the divisional court next 
after the trial, or such extended time as a judge may 
allow (z). 

Or (2) the judge may direct judgment to be entered for 
the person entitled, subject to leave to move to set it 
aside or enter any other judgment (a). In this case the 
party to whom leave is reserved will set down the action 
on motion for judgment, giving notice thereof to the 
other parties, stating the grounds of the motion and the 
relief sought, and that the motion is pursuant to leave 
reserved, within the time limited by the judge in 
reserving leave; or if no time has been limited, within 
ten days after the trial (b). The motion will be for a 
rule absolute (c). 

Or (3) the judge may abstain from directing any judg- 
ment to be entered, leaving any party to move for 
judgment (d). The plaintiff in this case may set down 
the action on motion for judgment. If he does not 
within ten days after the trial, any defendant may do 
no, giving notice thereof to:the other parties (e). 

In any case where by the Act or rules it is not pro- 





r) Ib, rule 1. 
#) Order 39, rules 1, 2, and 5. 


t) 1d. rule 3. 

u) Tb. (6) Order 40, rule % 
(v) 7d. rule 4. (ec) See order 53, rule 2. 
(w) Order 86, rule 22. ‘ Order 36, rule 22. 
(2) Order 40, rule 4. ¢) Order 40, rule 3. 


(y) Id. rule 5, 
(e) Ib. rule 6. 
(a) Order 36, rule 23. 
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vided that judgment may be obtained in some other 
manner (e.g., by default of appearance or pleading, 
or where a proper direction has been given by the 
judge at the trial that judgment should be entered), 
judgment must be obtained by motion for judg- 
ment (/). 

It is not very easy to understand the effect of these pro- 
visions upon the practice in the Chancery Division. The 
rules as to the entry of judgment by the judge at the 
trial and motion to set aside the judgment so entered 
seem to contemplate a “finding” which is to be 
“entered,” and also a divisional court to which the 
question can be referred. There is no ‘‘ finding” as to 
the facts separate and distinct from the judgment in 
equity, and no provision for any under the new rules. 
And although by section 43 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
divisional courts may be held in the Chancery Division, 
the power is limited to “ the transaction of any part of 
the business . . . which the judge to whom such busi- 
ness is assigned, with the concurrence of the Chancellor, 
deems proper to be heard by a divisional court.” How 
then can a party without leave reserved move a divisional 
court to set aside a judgment? If itshould be held that 
the rule with reference to the entry of judgment by the 
judge at the trial does not apply to the Chancery Divi- 
sion, the course to be adopted will be to move for judg- 
ment. It is, however, impossible at present to speak 
with confidence as to the interpretation of the rules on 
this subject. 

The action must be set down for judgment within 
a year from the time the party seeking to set it down 
first became entitled to do so (g). Where issues have 
been ordered to be tried, or questions of fact to be 
determined in any manner, and some only have been 
tried or determined, any party who considers that the 
result of such trial or determination renders the trial or 
determination of the others of them unnecessary, or ren- 
ders it desirable that their trial or determination should 
be postponed, may apply to a judge for leave to set down 
the action on motion for judgment, without waiting for 
such trial or determination ; and the judge may, if satis- 
fied of the expediency thereof, give such leave (h}. Any 
party to an action may at any stage apply to a judge by 
motion for such order as he may, upon any admissions of 
fact in the pleadings, be entitled to, without waiting for 
the determination of any other question between the par- 
ties. The judge may, on any such application, give such 
relief as he may think fit (7). Upon motion for judg- 
ment, or for a new trial, the court, if satisfied 
that all the materials necessary for finally deter- 
mining the question in dispute are before it, may 
give judgment; but if it is of opinion that it has 
not sufficient materials before it to enable it to give 
judgment, it may direct the motion to stand over for 
further consideration, and direct such issues or ques- 
tions to be tried or determined, and such accounts 
and inquiries to be taken and made as it may think fit (/). 

The judgment will be entered by the proper officer in 

the book to be kept for the purpose. The party 
entering the judgment will deliver to the officer a 
printed copy of the whole of the pleadings in the action 
other taan any petition or summons (/). The entry 
will be dated as of the day on which the judgment is pro- 
nounced, and the judgment will take effect from that 
date (m). It is important to observe that a judgment 
of nonsuit will now, unless the judge otherwise directs, 
have the same effect as a judgment upon the merits for 
the defendant, but it may be set aside in any case of 
mistake, surprise, or accident (n). 





Order 40, rule 1. 
) Tb. rule 9. 
A) Ib. rule 8. 
t) Ib. rule 11. 


k) 1b. rale 10. 

4) Order 41, rule 1. 
m) Ib, rale 2. 

n) Ib. rule 6, 














LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
Vv. 
RETURNING OFFICERS. 
Car. 84.—An Aci to regulate the Expenses and to cop, 


trol the Charges of Returning Officers at Parliamentary 
Elections. 


Tue object of this Act, which is to be construed g 
one Act with the Ballot Act (section 1), is twofold, t 
give security to returning officers for expenses incurred 
by them in conducting elections, and to protect candj. 
dates from unreasonable charges. 

Since statute 21 & 22 Vict. c. 26, abolishing the prop. 
erty qualification of members of Parliament, the retum. 
ing officer has incurred considerable risk by the noming. 
tion of candidates without means, as each candidate was 
only liable for his own share of the expenses. On the 
other hand candidates in some cases required protection 
against unreasonable charges, of which evidence was given 
before, the Select Committee to which the Bill was re. 
ferred. 

Section 2 limits the amount to be recovered by the 
returning officer to reasonable charges not exceedingas 
scale scheduled to the Act, which is fairly remuneratiye, 

Section 3 entitles the returning officer, if he thinks fit, 
to require security from candidates by deposit, not ex. 
ceeding the sums mentioned in the 3rd schedule, varying 
from £150 to £1,000 for counties and district boroughs, 
and £100 to £700 for boroughs. This latter amountis 
very inadequate in large boroughs, and will still expose 
the returning officer to risk of loss, The amount of de- 
posit is to be equally apportioned amongst the candidates 
nominated, and if not made within one hour after the 
nomination closes, the candidate in default will be 
deemed to be withdrawn. 

Section 4 requires the returning officer within twenty- 
one days to send to each candidate or his agent a de- 
tailed account of his charges, with notice where vouchers 
may be inspected. If the candidate objects to any part 
of the claim he may, within fourteen days, apply in the 
City of London to the Lord Mayor's Court, elsewhere in 
England to a county court, or in Ireland to the civil 
bill court, to tax the account, and the court will deter- 
mine the amount payable, and give and enforce judg: 
ment for it. 

Section 5 requires all claims against a returning officer 
to be sent in within fourteen days after the election 
return, with detailed particulars, otherwise the returning 
officer will not be liable. If the returning officer's 
expenses are taxed the court may allow, disallow, or 
reduce claims against him. 

In cases of parliamentary and municipal boroughs 
oceupying the whole or part of the same area, the retum- 
ing officer is required, by section 6, to make use of the 
appliances provided for municipal or School Board elec 
tions. 

Section 7 provides that a notice in the form given ia 
the 2nd schedule, requiring persons having claims against 
returning officers to send them in within fourteen days, 
shall be added to the notice of election. 

The Act does not apply to university elections (section 
8) or to Scotland (section 11), and it is only to remain 
in force to the 31st of December, 1880 (when the Ballot 
Act expires), unless renewed before that time. 





Tusk Lanour Acts.- (1) Tur Empioyenrs anp WoRKMmN 
Act. 

Car. 90. An Act to enlarge the Powers of County Courts 
in respect of Disputes between Employers and Work 
men, und to give other Courtsa Limited Civil Juri 
diction in respect of such Disputes, 


The two Acts which came into operation on the lst of 
September last repeal the Master and Servants Act, 
1867, and the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1871 (see 
the Conspiracy Act, s. 17), and base the law of éfi- 
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ployer and workman on the principle that for mere 
preach of contract there shall be a civil remedy only. 

The Employers and Workmen Act is the chief agent 
inthe change. In cousidering its provisions it is impor- 
tant in the first place to observe the extent of its opera- 
tion. It relates to any “‘ dispute between employer and 
workman ” (sections 3, 4), “ or between an apprentice to 
whom the Act applies and his master” (section 5), 
“arising out of or incidental to their relation as such.” 
Strictly speaking, therefore, it might appear that the 
Act applies only where a “dispute” has arisen—i.e., 
where the parties have entertained and expressed con- 
flicting views as to their rights and liabilities. It can 
hardly be supposed that this interpretation will be 
adopted by the courts; if it is, it need hardly be pointed 
out that the utility of the Act will be greatly impaired. 

Next (1), the workman who is a party to a dispute 
must be a labourer, servant in husbandry, journeyman 
artificer, handicraftsman, miner, or otherwise engaged in 
manual labour. He need not be of age. Domestic or 
menial servants (section 10) and seamen (section 13) are 
expressly excluded from the Act; (2) The workman 
must bave entered into or worked under a contract, 
whether express or implied, oral or written, with an em- 
ployer; and (3) Such contract must be a contract of 
service, or a contract personally to execute work orlabour. 

It isto be observed that there is no definition of 
“ employer,” such as occurred in the Master and Servants 
Act, 1867; and which included the “steward, agent, 
bailiff, foreman, manager, and factor” of the person 
who had entered into the contract of service with the 
servant. 

The tribunals specified for the determination of dis- 
putes between employers and workmen are the county 
court (section 3), and where the amount claimed does 
not exceed £10 (section 4) a court of summary jurisdic- 
tion composed, in the City, of the Lord Mayor or an 
alderman; in the rest of the metropolis, of a metro- 
politan police magistrate ; in towns where a stipendiary 
magistrate exists, of such magistrate; and elsewhere 
(and only elsewhere), of two or more justices of the 
peace sitting at some place appointed for holding petty 
sessions. The powers given by section 6 in disputes 
between masters and apprentices can only be exercised 
by courts of summary jurisdiction. 

We shall probably most conveniently lay before our 
readers the provisions of the Act and of the rules made 
under it by referring separately to the proceedings be- 
fore each of these tribunals. As regards the county 
courts, the procedure is the same as in the case'of any 
other action in those courts. But the court is enabled, 
in addition to any jurisdiction it might have previously 
exercised, (1) to adjust and set off ali claims of em- 
ployer or workman arising out of the relation between 
them (section 3); the single exception being that in the 
case of a child, young person, or woman subject to the 
provisions of the Factory Acts, forfeiture for absence is 
not to be set off against a claim for wages for work done 
before such absence, except to the amount of the damage 
to the employer caused by such absence (section 11). 
(2) If, having regard to all the circumstances of the case, 
the court thinks it just to do so, it may rescind any con- 
tract between employer and workman upon such terms as 
it may think just (section 3), and (3) where the court 
might award damages for breach of contract it may, with 
the consent of the plaintiff and defendant, in place of 
such damages or part of them, order specific perform- 
ance of the contract and accept security from the defend- 
ant and one or more sureties for the performance of so 
much of the contract as remains unperformed, Any sum 
paid by a surety on behalf of a defendant in respect of 
& security, with the costs incurred by the surety, is to be 
deemed a debt due to him from the defendant. 

The procedure before the courts of summary jurisdic- 
tion needs more careful attention. The Act provides 
that the powers conferred by it are, with some exceptions 
to be hereafter noticed, to be additional to, and not in 








derogation of, those conferred by Jervis’s Act, but pro- 
ceedings before the court of summary jurisdiction are 
not to be deemed criminal proceedings (section 9). But 
the rules recently issued mark out a novel procedure. 
The on desirous of entering an action must deliver 
to the clerk of the court of the district in which the de- 
fendant, or one of the defendants, dwelt or carried on 
business, or was employed, at the time the cause of action 
arose (rule 3), particulars in writing of his cause of action 
(rule 1). The clerk will then enter in a book to be kept 
for this purpose in his office a plaint in writing, stating 
the names and the last known places of abode of the 
parties, and the substance of the action intended to be 
brought. The next stepis the issue of a summonsaccording 
to the form in the schedule, to which the particulars must 
be attached (rule 2), and which must be served on the de- 
fendant not less than one clear day before the day on 
which the court shall be holden at which the cause is to be 
tried (rule 1). The service of the summons may be either 
personal, or by delivering it to some person apparently 
sixteen years old, at the house or place of business or of 
employment of the defendant, or at the office of the em- 
ployer for the time being of the defendant (rule 5). If 
the summons is to be served out of the district of 
the court from which it is issued, it may be served 
by an officer of any other court of summary juris- 
diction, the service being proved by affidavit of 
the officer who served the summons (rule 4). As 
regards enforcing the attendance of witnesses and the 
hearing of the case in general, the provisions of Jervis’s 
Act will apply; but it is provided (section 9) that no 
warrant shall be issued to apprehend any person other 
than an apprentice for failing to appear to answer a com- 
plaint. If the plaintiff does not appear,‘the cause will 
be struck out, and the court may award costs to the de- 
fendant (rule 7). If the defendant does not appear, or 
sufficiently excuse his absence, the court, upon proof of 
service of the summons, may either adjourn the cause or 
proceed to the hearing on the part of the plaintiff only, 
and judgment thereupon will be as valid as if both parties 
had attended ; but the court may set aside any judgment 
so given in the absence of the defendant, and may grant 
a new trial (rule 8). 

At the hearing the court of summary jurisdiction may, 
within the limits of its jurisdiction, exercise all the 
powers to which we have above referred as given by the 
Act to a county court (section 4). It may direct any sum 
ordered to be paid, to be paid by instalments (section 9). 
The order may be enforced by warrant of distress under 
Jervis’s Act, except that no goods or chattels can be 
taken under the distress which could not be taken under 
an execution issued by a county court (section 9). 
The court of sammary jurisdiction (section 9) is eon- 
stituted a “competent court” within section 5 of 
the Debtors Act, 1869, and is thereby invested with 
the power of imprisoning any debtor who, having 
the means to pay the sum ordered to be paid by him, will 
not pay it. It appears from form 6 in the schedule to 
the rules that the imprisonment is intended to be in the 
‘* prison of the county to which debtors are committed.” 
Except in this manner, orders by a court of summary 
jurisdiction for the payment of money are not to be en- 
forced by imprisonment (section 9). 

The court of summary jurisdiction, in exercising the 
power given by section 18 of Jervis's Act to give costa, is 
enabled (rule 20) to allow the costs of a solicitor, not ex- 
ceeding ten shillings where the sum claimed exeeeds forty 
shillings, and not exceeding fifteen shillings where it ex- 
ceeds five pounds. 

It follows from the application of Jervis’s Act that the 
complaint to the court of summary jurisdiction must be 
made within six calendar months (11 & 12 Viet. c. 48, s. 
11). 

As to apprentices, it is to be observed that the pro- 
visions of the Act apply only to apprentices to the busi- 
ness of a workman as defined by the Act (that is, it is 
presumed, to an apprentice to a trade carried on by a 
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“workman” as defined in section 10) upon whose binding 
the premium did not exceed £25, or who was bound 
under the Acts relating to the relief of the poor (section 
12). The court of summary jurisdiction is empowered 
to hear and determine any dispute between such an 
apprentice and his master arising out of their relation as 
such (section 5). The court will have the same powers 
as if the dispute were between an employer and a work- 
man, and may also make an order directing the apprentice 
to perform his duties ; and if satisfied, after the expira- 
tion of a month after making such order, that he has not 
complied with it, may order him to be imprisoned for not 
exceeding fourteen days. The court may also, if it rescinds 
the instrument of apprenticeship, order the whole or part 
of the premium paid to be repaid (section 6). It may 
also direct any person liable under the instrument of 
apprenticeship for the good conduct of the apprentice to 
be summoned, as if he were the defendant, to attend on 
the hearing of the proceeding, and, in addition to the order 
against the apprentice, may order the person summoned 
to pay damages not exceeding the limit (if any) to which 
he is liable under the instrument; or may accept security 
from the person summoned for the performance by the 
apprentice of his contract of apprenticeship, instead, or 
in mitigation, of any punishment to the apprcntice 
(section 7). 


Sucicties. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
ANNUAL PROVINCIAL MEETING. 


The second arnual provincial meeting of the Incorporated 
Law Society was commenced on Wednesday last at ten a.m. 
in the Council Room of the Town Hall, Liverpool, the 
mayor (Lieut.-Col. Steele), in the chair. 

After opening the meeting the mayor said that his 
official duties called him elsewhere, and Mr. G, B. Gregory, 
M.P., President of the Incorporated Law Society of the 
United Kingdom, was voted into the chair, after a vote of 
thanks had been passed to the mayor for the facilities 
he bad afforded the meeting and the kind manner in which 
he had granted the nse of the Town Hall. 

The CHairMAN opened the proceedings by congratulating 
those present who were strangers to Liverpool on the 
cordiality of the reception they had received. There was 
one subject, however, which militated somewhat against 
the gratification be felt, and that was that there was one 
whoee hand he had hoped to grasp, one face he had hoped 
to see, one cordial greeting he had auticipated which was 
unfortunately lost to them for ever. He referred to his 
old friend Mr. Hull, who had gone from amongst them at a 
time of life wheu he might have expected to pass some 
years in the enjoyment of that ease which he had earned 
ty a long and honourable career. The chairman then 
passed on to a detailed history of the rise and progress 
of the Incorporated Law Society, the present being, in 
his opinion, a very opportune time for so doing, it 
being the fiftieth year of the society’s existence. 
He traced its rise in the year 1825, when the first 
meeting was held of the gentlemen who had joined 
themselves together for the purpose of forming it. They 
were of opinion that their branch of the profession had 
no reprerentative body snch as some of the other profes- 
sions possessed, as, for instance, the medical profession 
and their brethren of the bar ; that it had no point of cohe- 
sion, and that it was desirable that a body should be 
formed for regulating as far as possible the conduct of 
ite members and assisting them. In the first instance, the 
institution partook of the nature of a joint stock com- 
pany, but subsequently its constitution was modified, and 
it took the form which it at present bears. In the year 
1833 lectures to articled clerks were established, followed 
in the year 1836 by law classes. The society also directed 
their attention to al] measures affecting the interests of the 
profession which occupied the notice of Parliament, and all 
meatures regulating the examination, admission, and regis- 
tration of solicitors. In 1840 a very important question was 
entertained by the council, who were, he believed, the first 
body to cordially take up the question, and it was by 
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their exertions the measure had been carried to a succeggfyl 


issue. He was alluding to the concentration of the coury 
and offices of law and equity. In the year 1840 Parliament 
was petitioned, and a committee of the House of Com 
was appointed, which finally reported, but without comj 
to any definite conclusion, upon the subject of the evideng 
taken. However, this gave a tone to the question, ang 
brought it before the country. In the subsequent attempy 
to change the site, the council occupied themselves 
earnestly in the endeavour to obtain the retention of 
the site, which site was finally fixed upon, as the meeti 
knew. Referring to the certificate duty, this duty was for. 
merly very high, and was justly complained of, and the 
matter was brought under the attention of the 

from time to time for several years. The council wer 
energetic in bringing the matter before Parliament, anj 
although they did not obtain the entire abolition of thy 
duty, in the year 1855 a considerable reduction was effected, 
and this had been a great relief, particularly to the younger 
members of the profession. In the year 1860 the p 

of the Attorneys Act (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127) was obtai 
principally through the exertions of the council, by w 
amongst other things, the articles of clerkship were shortened 
to three or four years as the case might be ; the preliminary 
examination was instituted, as it was considered desirable that 
there should be some test of education as a sort of guaran! 
to a crrtain extent, that a man was fit to mix with the society 
with which, in the course of his professional duties, he must 
necessarily come into contact. By the Act the intermediate 
examination was also established. With respect to this 
question of education he saw great difficulties in the way of 
carrying out any scheme such as that which had recently 
been before the Legislature. He contemplated that scheme 
as embracing only what might be called a scheme for ex- 
amining and not for teaching ; still it must to a great extent 


influence the education of those who were to be examined: 


by it. Ifthey had the examining body that body would 
require that their certificate should be a certificate eutitli 
the holder to practise, and would not submit to any pgial 
against their decision. It could hardly be said, if the certificate 
was tu admit to }ractice in one branch of the profession that 
it ssould not admit to practice in the other, and thus 
solicito:s would hand over all the jurisdiction they at 
pr sent poss+ss in this respect. The question occurred to 
im whetLer the standard of examivation was not at present 
too high, the young men being induced during articles 
rather to contemplate the higher reading of their profes. 
sion than the actual practice of it, and many of them 
having passed a very good examination, and perhaps 
obtained prizes or certificates of merit. were hardly qualified 
to take upon themselves the current business of an office. 
Referring to another point connected with this subject, 
he thought it a very great hardship that a solicitor 
should have to starve, as he might term it, for a 
period of three years if he wished to become a ister. 
He did not see for himself why gentlemen who have 
passed a qualified examination should not pass at once, if they 
thought fit, from one branch of the profession to the other. 
There might, perhaps, be some short interval, but it should be 
a very short one. Of course, if solicitors obtained a conces- 
sion of that kind, a similar concession would be expected by 
the bar. The barrier in passing from the solicitor to the 
barrister branch of the profession was one of recent forma- 
tion, and up to within the last thirty or thirty-five years 
articled clerks had the power of keeping terms at an Inn of 
Court. He would advert also to the Act which was passed 
in the year 1870 at the instance of one of their own mem- 
bers, Mr. Rathbone, which he felt would have a very consid- 
erable effect on the status of the profession—he meant 
the Act which enables a solicitor to contract with his client, 
In the last session some important Acts affecting the profes 
sion had been passed. ‘There were two to which he w 
shortly allude : one affecting the jurisdiction of the county 
courts, which enables appeals to be made from those courts 
without the necessity of a special case, facilitating appeals 
from those courts to a very great extent, the other 
Act was that facilitating the recovery of solicitors’ costs 
in certain cases, such as that of absconding debtors, 
enabling the judge to authorize a judgment to he 
and executed although the month may not have elapsed for 
the recovery of the bill. Amongst measures of more ae 
importance was the passing of the Land ‘Transfer and ° 
Bill. He referred to the defects of Lord Westbury’s Bill and 
of the present Act, and said that if it did not come ia 
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geeral use that fact would be ascribed to the prejudice of 
itors. This was perfectly untrue with respect to Lord 
Westbury’s Act, and would be with regard to the present 
ope. Solicitors, as a body, were inolined to give full and 
fair trial to any Act passed for the transfer of land, but 
they would be bound to advise their clients of the dif. 
ficnlties and dangers which might arise under the Act. He 
bad only now to advert to the Jadicature Act. and he 
would venture to point out that a good deal remained to 
be done with respect to the completion of thescheme. At 
t no final court of appeal was constituted, and this 
must give rise to a deal of discussion. He confessed that 
he did not think the Bill as drawn would make a very 
tchange in the mode of conducting business in the 
courts of law and equity. He believed there would still 
be courts of law and courts of equity. A great featare 
was the institution of district registries where a great part 
of the business of thecountry would, he thought, be carried 
on, and the fanctions of a district registrar would be of 
avery important character. This question would also bear 
on theeducation of articled clerks, because proceedings 
ina case would in many instances be commenced in the 
country. In conclusion the chairman congratulated the 
meeting on the improvement in the status of the profession 
he had noticed since the time when he was first connected 
with it. 

No observations being offered on the chairman’s address, 
he stated that if any gentleman had any motion to propose 
‘the meeting would be glad to hear him. 

A discussion of some length then took place with reference 
to the place of meeting next year, when it was moved by 
Mr. Burne, of Bath, and seconded by Mr. Payne, of the 
same place, ‘‘That the next meeting of the society be 
held at Bath.” Several gentlemen having spoken for and 
against the motion, 

Mr. J. A. Ross (London) propos-d, and Mr. Sarrizy 
(Doncaster) seconded, as an amendment, ‘‘ That the choice 
of the place of the next meeting of this society shall be de- 
cided by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society.” 

Mr. H. T. Youne (London), Vice-President of the 
Incorvorated Law Society of the United Kingdom, in 
the absence of Mr. Bircham (London), read a paper 
written by that gentleman “On the Condition and 
Some of the Functions of the Incorporated Law 
Society.” The paper traced the growth of the society 
to its present state, numbering as it now does 
2,961 members, of whom the proportions were 1,935 town 
members and 1,026 country members. Still, however, the 
society was far from having a satisfactory proportion of the 
11,000 solicitors of England and Wales. He would remind 
his fellow-members that the council of the society consisted 
of forty elective members, of whom there was an under- 
standing that thirty should be town and ten country, 
though there was no provision for this by charter or bye- 
laws. He would briefly remind them of the character of the 
functions which the society, through its council, is called 
ses te perform, viz. :—It is largely responsible in respect 

the education, and (practically) wholly responsible for 
the examination of candidates to become solicitors ; it acts 
as the registrar of solicitors, and performs many useful 
duties incident to or growing out of that office; it has a 

corrective jurisdiction—watching and taking notice of 

the conduct of solicitors, bringing cases of misconduct be- 
the courts, and ‘‘intervening” to prevent the abuse, 

by compromise or otherwise, of their jurisdiction ; it should, 
forthe public and professional good, watch and influence 
Iegislation and public opinion, and generally should 
consider and, so far as practicable, deal with all 
uestions affecting the status, and the rights, and 
interests of the solicitor class. These were im- 
portant duties, and the council should therefore be 
with care, and should be liberally trusted. 

Tt appeared to him that the Incorporated Law Society 
Would not be what it ought to be until every fully 
— member of the profession shall have joined it. 
solicitors of England and Wales ought to be, and were, 


& body of men having in the aggregate vast power and 
Yast influence, but they were failing to make these felt, 
because they had not sufficient cohesion. This should be 

, and the profession should be able to speak with 
One voice, This brought him to a anggestion which some 
of the more xctive members might disapprove, bat which 
he was confident was of the utmost importance to the 





well-being of the seciety. He was referring to the election 
of the council. A pledge had been given that there should 
not at any elections be any house list or suggestion of 
candidates or interference in the election by the council as 
such. But this was a mischievous arrangement, and 
should be abolished, and something very like the reverse 
substituted for it. The council should be required to keep 
the members informed as to all vacancies, and to commu- 
nicate with members best calculated to fill those vacancies. 
The duty would be conscientiously performed, and the 
recommendations of the eouncil would in the main secare 
to the society an able, trustworthy, and respected council. 
If this course were not adopted the best men would not 
submit themselves to a purely open canvass, or scramble. 
The plan would also secure the correct proportion of town 
and country members on the council. 

Several gentlemen followed with a discussion of Mr. 
Bircham’s paper, the general opinion being that such a 
selection as that proposed by him was undesirable. 

Mr. Taos. MarsHatt (Leeds) next read a paper (which 
we hope to print in fallat an early date) entitled ‘‘ District 
Registry Practice under the Judicature Act and Rules.” 
Mr, Marshall went through the various rales and orders af 
the Act as applied to district registries, and said if he 
were asked to state the general impression produced by a 
consideration of these rules and orders he would say, 
“‘ Any person may do as he likes ; by leave of the court or 
judge he may do anything else.” But after all deductions 
were made he thought the great changes which were 
sought to be carried out by the Act were very wisely 
carried out by these rales and orders. There was occa- 
sionally a want of precision in the language of the rules, 
but he trusted that in the end they would be found to 
work beneficially. 

Mr. T. E. Pager (Liverpool) read a paper on the same 
subject. He remarked that in three weeks from the present 
time the High Court of Chancery, the superior courts of com- 
mon law, and the. High Court of Admiralty, and others 
would cease to exist, and their jurisdiction be transferred 
to the High Court of Justice. Among the courts which 
were about to be sacrificed for the public convenience was 
one which had existed in this county for five hundred 

ears, viz., the Court of Common Pleas of the County 

alatine of Lancaster. After giving an interesting account 
of the origin and history of this court, Mr. Paget proceeded 
—I now propose to compare as shortly as possible 
the present jurisdiction in Lancashire with that which is so 
soon to supersede it. Imperium in imperix—a kingdom 
within a kingdom—that is the key of the existing jurisdic- 
tion. If a person can be served with process within the 
county palatine, he is amenable to the local court. No 
matter where he resides, or that he is merely passing yee on 
the county palatine, if he once enters it, he becomes for the 
time a subject of the palatinate. The residence of the plain- 
tiff and the place where the cause of action arose are utterly 
immaterial. And not only must the action remain in the 
local court, but there is no power to try it elsewhere than 
in Lancashire. No doubt such a jurisdiction, however well 
adapted for the middle ages, when people travelled little, 
and contracts were chiefly made between neighbours, 
is altogether unsuited to the present time, when 
every one travels in or through Lancashire, and thus 
becomes subject to a jurisdiction of which he never heard, 
and when hundreds of contracts are made daily by post or 
by travellers between persons living in the most distant 
parts of the country. Under the new Act a writ from a dis- 
trict registry will run all over England, the defendant having 
au option, if he neither rasides uor carries on business im the 
district, to enter his appearance either in the district or in 
London, A Manchester defendant will no longer be required 
to appear ia Liverpool to a Liverpool writ, aad even a Liver- 
pool defendant will be able to remove the cause to London, 
if it isa defended one. Moreover, the place of trial will not 
depend upon the district. To estimate the probable working 
of this provision throughout the country it is necessary to 
bear in mind how large a proportion of the actions at present 
brought in the superior courts of law are wholly undefended. 
From the judicial statistics for 1872 it appears that it is only 
between two and three per cent. of the actions broaght that 
get before a jury. Inno lew than sixty-six per cent. there is 
not even an appearance entered, an! the reminiag $l per 
cent. are disposed of by default of plea, on orders to stay, by 
arbitration or otherwise. ‘This large proportion of sixty-six per 
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cent. will be made still larger by the operation of order 
14, enabling the plaintiff, where the writ is specially in- 
dorsed, upon an affidavit that in his belief there is no defence 
to call on defendant te show cause why judgment should not be 
entered, and it is not too much to say that, whatever may 
become of the defended causes, the great bulk of actions 
by country plaintiffs will be begun and ended in district 
registries. But it is impossible to foresee the operation of 
changes so sudden and so great as the Act will effect. 
The very first result of the Act isto make the Chancery 
of Lancashire the oldest superior court of first instance in 
the country, with one exception. Probably many of us 
never thought of that before, but we must not forget to 
congratulate the Vice-Chancellor of that court on the dis- 
tinction which is thus cast upon him. And if we can 
overlook such obvious results as this, we must be prepared 
for many a surprise of greater moment and less easy to 
foresee. I have now accomplished very imperfectly the 
task I had set before me. I have endeavoured to describe 
the nature and origin of this court, its jurisdiction, and the 
extent of its business, and | trust that the subject has 
been found not unworthy of the attention of this great 
assembly of the profession which happens to meet within 
the county palatine at this era in English jadicature. 
w Mr. Rateu Srmey (Sunderland) remarked that the Act 
seemed to be inconsistent from beginning to end, and he 
could only excuse it by supposing it had been drawn up by 
some one in the higher branch of the profession who did 
not know what be was dealing with. He went on to say 
that he had spent the last two months in studying the 
Judicature rules, and had not yet mastered them, and he 
doubted if he ever should do so. 

Mr. Rose (London) said a more vile concatenation of 
absurdities than the Judicature Act was never put tog-ther. 

Mr. Stanton (Newcastle-on Tyne) asked in case it was 
necessary to employ a prac itioner in another district re- 
gistry whether the ordinary agency charge would have to 
be paid or must a bargain be made ¥ 

A discussion took place upon the question, in the course 
of which Mr. Stanron moved, and it was duly seconded, 


: . ——= 
ing. Reading and practice, however, must go hand in 
Turning to examinations, he expressed an opinion that fh 
examinations are hard enough already. In conclasion hy 
said that his aim had been to show how much might 
effected by existing machinery, and to lift another VOigg 
against abandoning what they had except for something 
distinctly better. 

Mr. Saunpears (Birmingham) read a paper on the “ Phy 
Inns of Court and Legal Education, Pending Legislation 
Reviewed, with Suggestions for the Proper Foundation of 
Law University,” After reviewing the measures of Lon 
Selborne, he said he had come to the conclusion that at th 
present time it was hopeless to expect to carry a Bill through 
Parliament for the establishment of a school of law outside 
the existing institutions which should at the same time pry. 
fess to be a teaching and an examining body. Even wep 
the teaching clauses abandoned, there remained other g Tea 
difficulties in the way of the successful passing of such q 
Bill, on the ground partly of the novelty of the proposal 
and partly on the ground of such @ measure being up 
necessary if the Inne of Court were reformoi. Sap 
posing these difficulties were overcome and a purely gx. 
amining body were established by legislative authority on 
the lines of Lord Selborne’s Bill, two main objects would 
still be unattained—viz., the union of both classes of lay 
students in one common system of education as well as of 
examination, and the admission of solicitors to the Inng 





of Court. In the Inns of Court and the Incorporated Lay 
Society there were all the elements necessary for the con. 
stitution of that legal University, if only those elements 
were utilized and adapted to the requirements of the 
present day. He suggested that the Inns of Court and 
the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom 
should be affiliated and form one University, governed b 
a Chancellor and Senate composed in equal proportions 

barristers and solicitors, the judges being visitors, subject 


| to provision being made by the Senate of the University 


| for the proper instruction of students. 


**That in the opinion of this meeting it is desirable that it | 


should be understood to be the rule that solicitors prac- 


take business in that registry on instructions received from 
another solicitor shal! conduct the business on the usual 
agency terms.” 

Mr. Lownpes (Liverpool) appealed to Mr. Stanton to 
postpone his motion until the next morning, when those 
present would be better prepared to give their opiaions re- 
specting it. 

Seconp Day. 

The attendance of meinbers was large, and the meeting 
was divided into two sections. 

The Cnarrman reminded the meeting that they had before 
them at the time of adjournment on the previous day the 
following metion propo-ed by Mr. Stanton, and which had 
been duly seconded :—* That in the opinion of this meeting 
it is desirable that it should be understood to be the rale that 
asolicitor practising in a district registry who may undertake 
business in that registry on instructions received from 
another solicitor sha!l conduct the business on the usual 
agency terms.” 

Mr. CoLsorne (Newport, Mon.) proposed the following 
amendment :— That this meeting requests the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society, in conjunction with the pro- 
vincial societies to take into their cousideration the question 
of agency charges in respect of business transacted in the 
district registries, and this meeting recommends that the 
principle of agency charges in use between provincial solici- 
tors and their London agents shall, so far as practicable, be 
applied to business transacted in the district registries,”’ 

Mr. Colborne’s amendment having been put to the meet- 
ing was negatived. 

Mr. Stanton's motion was then put to the meeting and 
carried. 

Mr. W. E. Sxiucey (Doncaster) read a paper upon “The 
Practic:] Training of Svlicirors.” In his opinion, the age 
at which a cirk should be articled was sixteen 
or seventeen. When articled the clerk should at once 
be set to the ionutine work of the office. He 
must not, however, become a drudge, but be put upon 
a judiciovs course of law reading, Mr. Shirley 


| 
| 





then sketched with much care and clearness a course of read- 


Let the whole 
existing statutory and other regulations, including calls to 
the bar by the Inns, articles of clerkship, and admis 
sion of solicitors to the roll, be swept away and 
a simple and more rational system be inaugurated; 


tising in the district of a district registry who may under | let the Lg cmgroytd general education of all stadam 


be secured by the production of proper certificates as to 
age and qualification; let the Senate have power to 
establish a comprehensive system of legal education, and 
let it grant two certificates, the one entitling students 
to practise as barristers, and the other entitling students to 
practise as solicitors. Let there be a registrar for each 
order, and let such, certificate be sufficient to authorize a 
registrar to admit students to practise. The inde 
fensible and unnecessary barrier which now divided the pro- 
fessions into castes and orders should be gradually removed, 
and the views of that considerable portion of the profession 
and the public who advocated the blending of the two 
branches be met and conciliated to the extent that any 
student, on qualifying himself to prictise in both branches 
of the profession by passing in prescribed subjects applica- 
ble to each, should be entitled to practise in either. 

Mr. H. Fovtxs Lyncu (Londen) read a paper on the 
‘¢ Education of Articled Clerks.’’ Hv criticised the impet- 
fectness of the training and examination of articled clerks. 
He suggested more frequent examinations of a more practical 
character ; vivd voce examination ; at the final examination 
both a pass and an honour examinition, and the foundation 
of exhibitions. 

Upon the conclusion of the papers a discussion ensued, Mr. 
T. H. Borron (London) advocating a more practical examina 
tion and that candidates should be put to prepare briefs and 
draw abstracts in the Examination Hall; the use of books of 
forms being allowed for this purpose. He also argued that 
the Inns of Court should be made more responsible by the 
direct visitation of some constituted authorities, say 
judges, in order that these institutions pr reform them- 
selves and might institute such tests of efficiency as wo 
be sufficient to insure fair technical knowledge and ability 
to practise on what he would not call the en but the 
other branch of the profession. Great powers of e 
and control should also be vested in the Incorporated law 
Society, whose status would thereby be raised and they 
would be in a position to shape and control the examinations. 

Mr. Rese (London) had acted as éxaminer, and it was 6 
very laborious duty. With 200 candidates four times 4 
year examiners would be needed, if Mr. Bolton’s suggestions 
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were carried into effect, who did nothing else, for it was im- 
possible that pce in full practice could go through 
900 briefs and 200 abstracts at each examination. If books 
of reference were placed upon the table many a man would 
take all day to draw his deed. His suggestions were wild, 
to say the least of it. 

Mr. Bromiry (London), referring to Mr. Bolton’s sug- 
gestion that the examination of a clerk should be made 
more applicable than now to the duties which a solicitor 
had to discharge, said that this could not be carried out. 
They must allow the man to mould himself in his own way. 
He could not see that in examinations they could depart 
yery much from the nature of the questions asked now. It 


should be remembered that they required from the master $ 


that the articled clerk had become fit and qnalified during 
his articles of clerkship for the duties of a solicitor. 

Mr. BroomnEapD (Sheffield) said he had been sorry to 
hear Mr. Rose dismiss the papers which had been read in so 
summary a manner. Fvr his own part he wished to see them 
published. 

Mr. W. Situ (Sheffield) said that the facilities for ob- 
taining a liberal education were greater now than ever, and 
he hoped that, as their profession was a liberal, learned, and 
honourable one, those who sought admission to its ranks 
would have qualified themselves by the possession of a 
iberal education. 

Mr. Coorerx (Manchester) said that while he would 
hesitate in going so far as the abolition of the difference 
between the two branches of the profession which had been 
urged, still he did not see why there should be that sharp 
and decisive severance between the two which at present 
existed. If they could have a common university or examin- 
ing body which would provide teaching and exmination 
suitable to ail branches of the profession, it seemed to him 
they would bring the two together without going to the 
extent of that fusion which some seemed to wish accom- 
plished, but which he did not desire. 

Mr. Lownves (Liverpool), referring to a remark made by 
the president in his opening address, said it might be too 
sanguine to expect a young man in their profession to earn 
his living at twenty-one years of age, and he considered 
sixteen years of age was too early for a clerk to be articled. 
He thought they should encourage those desirous of coming 
into the profession to remain at school until eighteen. In 
his opinion their branch of the profession had been unfairly 
treated. He could not see why a Solicitor to the Treasury 
or other public Department should always be taken from the 
ravks of the barristers. 

Mr. Torr (London) said that he did not see any reason 

. Why the serving of articles should not be limited to four 
years, 

Mr. Suiriey remarked that if they made the passage easy 
from the solicitor to the barrister they must likewise make 
the passage easy from the barrister to the solicitor, and he 
believed that for one solicitor who would go over to the 
ranks of the barristers at least five-and-twenty barristers 
would come over to the solicitors’ branch of the profession. 
He was perfectly indifferent himself as to the matter, but he 
knew of hundreds und thousands of solicitors to whom the 

ested change wou'd make a great difference. The pro- 
fession of the solicitor had nothing to gain by making the 
passage easy, Referring to the criticism of his paper, he 
said that all he had attempted to do was to show what 
could be done by existing machinery. 

Mr. Stanton (Neweustle) vaid he would go farther 

Mr. Torr, and suggest that articles were altogether 

unnecessary. Ifa man learnt his business and was passed 

y 4 competent examining body nothing more seemed to him 
Recessary, 

Tt was resolved on the motion of Mr. Rose that the papers 

ould be printed and circulated among the members. 

In the branch meeting held in an adjoining room during 

8 discussion, papers were read by 
«pit THos, Cotnorne (Newport, Monmouthshire) on 

Licences to Assign,” and Ly 

Mr. Isam H. E. Gite (Liverpoo!) on “ Legal Considera- 

Ons arising out of the Collision of The Alberta and The 
Mistletoe.” 


. Upon the retura of these gentlemen and their audience 
into the council chamber, the proceedings closed with 
Several votes of thanks. 


Banquer at St. Grorcr’s Hatt, 
On Wednesday evening the Liverpool Law Society en- 





tertained the gentlemen attending the meeting at a grand 
banquet in the small concert-room, St. George’s Hall, 
when the company numbered 250. The chair was occu- 
pied by Mr. Garnett, president of the local society ; 

The CHAIRMAN gave in succession the usual loyal and 
patriotic toasts, which were heartily honoured. The 
toast of ‘‘The Bishop and Clergy of the diocese, and other 
ministers of religion,’’ was responded to by the Rev. Mr. 
Evans; and that of ‘‘ The Army, Navy, Auxiliary and Re- 
serve Forces,” by Major Greig, C.B., and Commander 
Young. 

Mr. E. W. Brirp, Vice-President of the Liverpool Law 
Society, next proposed “ The Houses of Parliament.” 

Mr. J. Torr, M.P., in responding, expressed the gratifi- 
cation he had in responding on bebalf of a body of gentle- 
men who constituted the most powerfal body, he might 
say, on earth, at the present time. The House of Com- 
mons was composed of a body of hard-working men, and he 
believed the lawyers to be the same. The House of Com- 
mons was composed of men of thought, and he believed 
lawyers to be the same in regard to the interests of their 
clients. The House of Commons he believed to be com- 
posed of a body of downright honest men, and he hoped 
the lawyers were the same. If in the early part of his re- 
marks he had pointed out the similarity between the two 
bodies, he trusted they would allow him in his last sentence 
to substitute the word “imagine” for that of “ hope.” 

Mr. W. Srone next proposed “ The Bench and local 
Judges,” to which Mr. Vice-Chancellor Little, Mr. J. F. 
Collier, and Mr. T. S. Raffles responded. 

Mr, CoLLieR pointed out that when the Judicature Act 
came into operation on the lst of November next, the 
greatest revolution would take place that had ever oceurred 
in English law. If they could by it break down the 
upnatural and irrational severance between law and 
equity, a great public good would have beén done. 

The CHAIRMAN next gave the toast of “‘ The Incorpor- 
ated Law Society of the United Kingdom.” 

Mr. Grecory, M.P., in responding, pointed out the ad- 
vantages which tie society afforded in its results by bring- 
ing together in a common bond of union at these annual 
meetings the members of the legal profession. 

Mr. A. T. Squarey (solicitor to the Dock Board) next 
gave ‘*The Mayor and Corporation,” to which his wor- 
ship the Mayor responded. 

The remaining toasts on the programme were ‘* The 
Town and Trade of Liverpool,’ ‘‘ The Country Law 
Societies” and ‘* The Ladies.”’ 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At a meeting of this society, held on Tuesday evening, 
Mr. William Jobnson in the chair, the following question 
was discussed :—“ Is an assignment by one of several ad- 
ministrators of leaseholds of his intestate, without the 
concurrence of the others good?” Mr. J. W. Browett led 
in the affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. Cress- 
well and Hadley. Mr. Suttonreplied inthe negative, and was 
followed by Messrs. Whitehouse, David, Garland, and 
Withers. The voting was in favour of the negative. A 
vote of thanks to the chairman concladed the meeting. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

The first meeting of this society for the new session was 
held on Wednesday last, the subject for the evening’s 
debate being :—‘‘ That the recent Admiralty note relating 
to slavery is contrary both to the spirit and letter of 
Huglish law.” The motion was carried by a majority of 
eight. 








Appointurents, Ete. 


Sir Groner Campesett ANDERSON, Knight, Attorney- 
General of the Bahamas, has been appointed Chief Justice 
of that colony, in succession to Sir William Henry Doyle, 
appointed Chief Justice of the Windward Islands. Sir 
George Anderson was admitted as an attorney of the 
General Court of the Bahamasin 1827, he has been Attor- 
ney-General of the colony since 1837, and from 1831 to 
1868 he was Speaker of the House of Assembly. He was 
knighted in 1874. 
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Mr. Francis ALFRED BEDWELL, judge of county courts, 
has been appointed a Magistrate for the Hast Riding of 
Yorkshire. Mr. Bedwell is an M.A. of St. John’s College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated as twenty-first wrangler 
in 1851. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Easter Term, 1855, and practised as an equity drafts- 
man and conveyancer. In the spring of last year he was 
appointed to succeed Mr. Chapman Barber as judge of 
county courts for Cireuit No. 16, comprising Hull and the 
East Riding. 

Mr. Bruce Locxuart Burnsipe, barrister, has been 
appointed Attorney-General of the Bahamas, in succession 
to Sir George Campbell Anderson, appointed Chief Justice 
of the colony. Mr. Burnside was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1856. He has been for some 
time a member of the Executive Council of the Bahamas. 


Mr. Thomas Henry Bolton, solicitor, of 11, Gray’s-inn- 
square, and 46, Canonbury-square, isa candidate for the 
vacant seat upon the School Board for London for the 
Finsbury division. 

The office of Registrar of the Thame County Court 
(Circuit No. 36) has become vacant by the death of Mr. 
Frank Birch, of Thame. 

The office of Registrar of the Rhayader County Court 
{Circuit No. 28) has become vacant by the death of Mr. 
John Ducker Ewing, of Rhayader and Newtown. 








General Correspondence. 


*,* To CorREsPpONDENTS.—MiLo—Next week. 


Mr. Pym YEATMAN ON THE PROSPECTS OF THE Bar. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—You have done me the hononr to reprint a report of 
paper I reed last week at the Social Science Congress at 
Brighton. I think it rather hard to have palmed off fora true 
report @ country reporter’s version of it. I don’t complain 
of it as far as he has gone, but he has given the merely 
introductory matter as the pith of the paper, and that he 
has simply described as “some general remarks.” I 
should not have thought that any one acquainted with the 
matter would have disputed the accuracy of the matter 
reported, for it is merely a series of truisms, based, of 
course, upon the assumption that Parliament will next 
year appoint fixed centres in certain places for the trial of 
causes instead of the present assize system. | 

In your article you give my remarks a prophetical 
character, and complain that I have not predicted the end. 
In my “ general remarks” I indicated pretty plainly what I 
conceive to be the turning point in the affair, and that the 
result will depend upon the action taken by the bar. I 
believe that the whole matter will turn upon the question 
of seeing clients without the intervention of the solicitor, 
and I ventured to predict that if the bar allowed its 
members to adopt this practice by degrees and as individ- 
ual members pleased, that most certainly the solicitors 
would retaliate, and that Parliament would have to settle 
the dispute. It must not be supposed that this is an im- 
possible state of affairs, in criminal matters at the present 
‘day the greatest portion of the defence business, at any 
rate, is ‘‘in person,” So, too, can matters of conveyancing 
be transacted by the bar without the intervention of a 
solicitor; and so also by the County Courts Act can practice 
in those courts be transacted, and I have myself seen an 
opinion of a very recent and eminent Attorney-General to 
the effect that barristers may go even farther than this 
without offence or infringement of any rule of etiquette, 
and I know that many London barristers are anxious to 
throw over the rule altogether. In my general remarke I 
explained that it was only a thing of the last century, and 
that by giving it up, as the bar might do by resolution, 
they would thus regain oue of their most important fanc- 
tions, that of “ counselling,” and wonld re-assert a true 
i nce. 

My desire was to call the attention of the bar to the 
subject that it might be properly regulated without the 





intervention of Parliament, who would probably treat the 


privileges of the bar with a liberal hand, not tending 
the preservation of monopolies. 4 
This was the trucidesa of my paper, and it is pe 
new one. The truisms which you have cavilled at are ty 
accepted views of a considerable portion of the thi 
men of the bar, and of some of the judges also. {¢ may po, 
sibly interest your readers, who, I presume, are chiefly jy, 
longing to the other branch of the profession, to know why 


is passing in our minds. Pym YEaTMay, | 


2, Middle Temple-lane, Oot. 9. 








MONEY MARKET AND CITY INTELLIGENOZ. 


The resources of the Bank having been considerably ny. 
duced by the export demand for gold, the directoy 
have raised tho rate of discount 1 per cent. The propg 
tion of reserve to liabilities is now about 35 per cent. 

have been considerable fluctuations in foreign stocks, all, with 
the exception of Peruvians, having further fallen. Com. 
pared with the highest prices of Turkish stocks last year, 
the 54 bonds have fallen 36, those of 1858, 30; thoseof 
1862, 34; and those of 1863, 32. Railway shares are well 
supported, but Bank shares have declined in value. Consol 
closed at 94 for money and account, 

Messrs. Marsh, Milner, & Co., at their last periodical sap 
at the Guildhall Coffee House, disposed of 100 shares of the 
Law Life Assurance Society, £10 paid, at £112 per shar; 
fifty shares of the Law Fire Assurance Society, £2 10s. paid, 
at £7 7s. per share; and 100 shares of the Legal and Gener) 
Life Assurance Society, £2 paid, at £10 per share, prices 
considerably in advance of those realized by private sales. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 
Breaumont—Oct. 7, the wife of Edward Beaumont, Esq,, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, and 6, Regent’s-park-road, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGE, 
LAMAISON—Horne—Oct. 12, at St. Luke’s, Caterham Vi 
William Engelbert Lamaison, M.A., of the Inner Tem; 
barrister, to Marian Warlters, elder daughter of Henry 
Horne, of Salmons, Caterham. 


DEATHS. 
Evert—Oct. 11, at 19, Holland-road, Kensington, coe 
Stuart Evett, of Holland-road, and 15, Walbrook, E.C., 


woe = 35. 
James—Oct. 5, suddenly, George Coulson James, solicitor, 
of Serjeants’-inn, Chancery-lane, aged 47. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved 
Farivar, Oct. 8, 1875. 
Fernandes, Charles Bathurst Luis, and William Henry Gill, Attorneys 
and Solicitors, Wakefleld, York. Oct! 
Tuxspay, Oct. 12, 1875. 
Linton, Henry Piper, and William David Williams, Aberdare, Attor- 
neys and Solicitors, Sept 25 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fapay, Oct. 8, 1875, 
LIMITED In CHaNcerry. 

Laund Mill Company, Limited.—-Petition for winding np, presented 
Oct 6, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Nov6 Pritchard 
and Co, Painters’ Hail, Little Trinity lane, agents for Grundy and 
Kershaw, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioner. 


Tuxepay, Oct. 12, 1875. 
Limited In CHancery, 

Volunteer Co-operative and General Equipment Company, Limited.— 
Petition for winding up, presented Oct 7, directed to be heard before 
the M.R. on the first petition day in November. Labrow and Wood- 
bridge, Mitre court chambers, Temple. 

Creditors ander 22 & 28 Vict. eap. 36. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fatpar, Oct 8, 1875, 

Ambler, Thomas Benjamin, Hanley rd, Hornsey rd, Surveyor, Dec 6 
Hughes and Sons, Chapel st, Bedford row 

Bennett, Joho Fletcher, Piccadilly, Hat Mauafacturer. Noy 30, Ingle 
and Co, Threadneedle st 

Bower, Mark Noble, Stafford, Doctor of Medicine. Nov}. Bower and 
Price, Birmingham 

Clarke, Henry, Bedlington, Northumberland, Retired Brewer. Oct 41. 
Bradtord, Newcastle-up n-Tyne i 

Cowan, William, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Provision Merchant 
Dec i1. Robson, Bishop Wearmouth 

Dennis, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. Nov 24.  Dryded) 
Kingston-upon- Hull 
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Samnel, Privy grove, South Lambeth, Insurance Surveyor. 
Eyre 
Nor 30. Dabois, King st, Cheapside 
, Thomas, Faringdon, B:rks, P um%er, Nov 30. Crowdy and 








Faringdon 
meteral. Robert Gerald, Bengal Artillery. Nov 24. Juige, Lin- 
con’ inn fields 







fox, Willam Edward, Brislingto n, Somerset, Esq. ct 20. Fox and 
whitiuck, Bristol 
lefly by, Good, George. Gussage St Michas!, Dorset, Gent. Nov 13. Rawlins, 
now what 


borne Minster 

a Biwart, Dartford, Kent, Engineer. 
Saltere’ Hall court ; 

Hawes, Robert. Wimborne Minstar, Dors2t, Surgeon. Nov, 13. Rawlins, 
Wimborne Minster 

Humphries, Thomas, Wellington terrace, 
Nov 15. Pilley, Bedford row 

Jndge, Joseph Spencer, Stanley gardens, Kensington park, Esq. Dec 
7, Judge, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Leigh, Heory Blundell, Amington Hall, Warwick, Exq. 
Gregory and Co, Bedford row 

Leigh, Joseph, Liverpoo', Inspector of Hide Market. Oct ?0. Black- 





Dec!. Miller and Smith, 






Turnham green, Gent, 








Nov 30. 







# 





rst, Liverpoo 
B con Arabella, Bolsover, Derby. Decl, Wake, Sheffield 













all, with Pankhurst, Diino Dibley, Henrietta st, Covent garden, Salesman. 
» Con. Nov 0, Child, Paul’s Bakehouse court. Doctors’ commons 
st Pond, Thomas, Canterbury. Gent. Nov 30. Hogan, Martin's lane 
thong Tame William Henry, Hastings, Sussex, Tailor, Nov 16. Norris, 
are well ents’ Biec kall, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Esq. Novi. Whatman, 
Consoly Salisbury - 

§mith, Aaron, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Nov 4. Bower and 
| # Price, Kirmingbam 
cal sale Starkey. George, Downley, Buckingham, Gent. Nov 5. Clarke, High 
5 W 
— Webb, Rob ert Henry, Bristol,Esq. Decl. Live't, Bristol 
5, paid, Bankrupts. 
Yeneral Fripay, Oct. 8, 1875. 

: Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 

Prices Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
les. To Surrender in London. 





Pet Oct 5. Brongham. Oct19at12. 


Carnie, Charles, New Broad st. 
oe Coffee House Keeper. 


De St Pol, Emanuel Francon, Leicester 
Pet Oct 4. Spring-Rice. Oct 19 at 11. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Garth, Charles William, Batley, York, out of business, Pet Oct 6. 
Nelson. Dewsbury, Oct 21 at 3 
= Liverpool, Cement Agent. Pet Oct6. Hime. Liverpool. 
Oct 20 at 
Jeffreys, John, long Stratton, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Pet Oct 6. Grimsey. 
Ipswich, Oct 19 at 1 
Owen, William Henry, Manchester, Picture Dealer. Pet Oct 6. Hulton. 
Salford, Oct 19 at 11 
Tuespay, Oct. 12, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Baker, Charles, Blackstock rd, Highbury, Oilman. Pet Oct7. 
Rice. Oct 22 at 1 
Cheverst, Hezekiah, Rorough Market, Southwark, Fruit Salesman. Pet 
Oct 8. Spring-Rice. Oct 28 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Abralom, John, Southend-on-Sea, Kesex, Grocer. 
Chelmsford, Oct 26 at 11 
, Mark, and Charles Henry Payne, Thrapston, Northampton, 
eers, Pet Oct 9. Dennis. Northampton, Oct 30 at 10 
er eaingbam. Builder. Pet Oct 7. Cole. Birmingham, 
a 


Whiteley, Edward, Shrewsbury, Butcher, Pet Oct 8. Peele. Shrews- 
bury. Oct 23 at 11 

Wild, Thomas, Kendal Westmorland, Cork Cutter. Pet Oct 9. Thomp- 
son, Kendal, Oct 30 at 10 

Yorke, Anne, Amyand park rd, Twickenham. Pet Oct 9. Ruston. 
Brentford, Oct 30 at 10 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Schofield, Emanuel, Bradford, York, Joiner, Oct 5 
TuxEspayr, Oct. 12, 1875. 
Bipass. Alfred, Gloucester, Builder. Oct 6 
— Kortright, St Stephen’s terrace, Uxbridge rd, Surgeon. 


Forwood, Henry Peplow, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Oct 8 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpar, Oct, 8, 1875. 
Anderton, William Henry, Manchester, Canvas Dealer. Oct 22 at 3 at 
» -oe LJ Crowther Ov, York st, Manchester. Sale and Cv, Man- 


Armstrong, John, Penrith, Cumberland, Agricultural Implement Maker. 
Oct 20 at 2.36 at offices of Arnison, St Andrew's place, Penrith 
, Charles, Harting, Sussex, Boot Maker. Oct 22 at 3 at officas of 
Edmonds and Co, St James st, Portees 
Baum, Peter Frederick, and Adolphus Saly Baum, Lombard st, Money 
. Oct 20 at 2 at offices of Miller and Miller, Sherborne lane 
Bell, Kobert, Norwich, Watch Maker. Oct 22 at 3 at offices of Sadd and 


Linay, Church st, Theatre st, Norwich 
mat “Fm Adolphus, ana Alphonse Camille Borring, Crutched 
Oct 28 at 2 at offices of Cobarn, Leadenhall st 
Bellamy, John, Leeds, Tailor. Oct 20 at 8 at offices of Harle, Bank st, 


Brown, Charies, and J 
oseph Brown, Bradley, York, Commission 
Weavers. Oct 20 at 11 at the White Lion Ina, Kildwick. Hutchin- 


ton 
one, Mg prelnghen, Draper. Oct 22 at 3 at offices of Rowlands, 
John, West Bromwich, Stafford, WatchMaker. Oct 19 at 
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Cole, Charles 
46 10.15 at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 











i 
Hamer, James, Torquay, Devon, Plumber. 


Hart, Hugh, Liverpool, Music Seller. 








Collins, James, Broad st, Bloomsbury, Boot Maker. Oct 19 at 10 at 
offices of Goatty, Westminster bridge rd, Lambeth 

Crozier, Charles, Newcrs+le-1pon-Tyne, Hote! Keep-r. Oct 21 at 2 at 
offices ot Harle, Akenside hill, Newcastle-upon-Tene 

Dally, John, Rose and Crown court, Foster lane, Cheap ide, Hair Net 
Manofacturer. Oct 20 at % at offices of Reed and Lovell, Basingnall 


Nov 3 at 2 at offices of 
Oct 27 at Ul 


st 
Dent, John. Brampton, Cumberland, Draper. Oct 2) at3 at offices of 
Dobson, John, Manchester, Licen-ed Victualler. 
of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 
Oct 21 at 12 at 
Offices of Johnson and Ti'ly, Sun st, Lancaster 
Draycott, Fanny, Derby, Milliner. Oct 21 at 12 at cffices of Bamford, 
by 
Eaddy, John, Rotherhithe, Barge Owner. Oct 19 at 2 at offices of Lewis, 
Farnival’s inn 
Merriman nnd Powell, Sherborne lane 
Fielding. James, Wal-all, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 
Fietcher. Issinh, Asht n-under-Lene, Lancashi-e, Machine Smith. Oct 
21 at $ at officex of Cayton, Warrington «t, Ash on-unc er-Lyne 
at 10.30 at 8, brunswick st, Poplar. Birchall, Gracechurch st 
Foulds, George, Pudsey, York, Licensed Victualler. Oct 18 at Il at 
Fox, James, Wigan, Lancashire, Plumber. 
France, Churchga’e, Wizan 
Oct 26 at 2 
at offices of Minton and Co, Carey lane, Cheap ide. Downing, Bis- 
inghail st 
Agent. Uct 16 at 11 at offices of Parker, Chauciry lane 
Gearv, Edwin, Bristol, Ironmonger. Oct 21 at 12 at offices of Barnard 
Gee, William, High st, Islington, Stationer. 
Brown, Goswell rd 
Oet li at 
11 at the Queen’s Hotel, Hanley. Shires, Leicester 
Godfrey, William, Liverpool, Cart Owner, Oct 26 at 3 at offices of Nor- 
Green, Peter, Stephen green, and Simuel Green Kildwick, York, Stuff 
Manufacturers. Oct 22 at 3 at offices of Hutchinson, Piccadilly cham- 


Carrick and Co, Brampton 
Oct 27 at 3 at offices 
Dodgshon, William, Lanc:s‘er, Journeyman Joiner. 
Market place, Der 
Everett, Ge rge Alonzo, Poultry, Engineer. 
atthe Priory Hou e Hotel, Park st, Walsal!. S'ater 
Forsyth, Thomas, Bru :swick st, Poplar, Coffee Hou-e Keeper. Oct 26 
Offices of Burnlev, Q 1eenczate, Bradford 
Oct 19 at 11 at offices of 
Frost, George, Adelaide terrace, Haver-tock hill, batcher. 
Gallo, Adolph Henirich Georg Von Hahn, Lombard court, Financial 
and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Bedell 
Oct 19 at 3 at offices of 
Gilbert, Jonathan, Hanley, Stafford, Sewing Machine Dealer. 
don, Cook st, Live pool 
vers, Piccadilly, Bradford > 
Oct 20 at 4 at the Castle 


Hote!, Exeter 

Harpham, Frederic Tnomas, Ipswich, Suffo'k, Cament Manufacturer, 
Oct 27 at 12 at offices of Birkett, Museum st, Ipswich 

Oct 27 at 4 at o-tices of Harris, 
Onion court, Castle st, Liverpool 

Hawtin, William, Mead cottages, South rd, Wimbledon c»mmon, 
Carpenter, Oct 23 at 11 at offices of Pittman, Stamford st, Black- 
friars rd 

Henderson, Thomas, South Shields, Durham, Provision Dealer. Oct 
19 at 3 at offices of Hoyle aud Ce, Collingwood st, Newcastie-upon- 


Tyne 

Heywood, George Frederick, and John Lymer, Manchester, Importers 
of Ribbons. Oct 21 at 3 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Man- 
chester 

Holland, William, Everton, out of business. Nov 2 at 11 at offices of 
Lowe. Castl: st, Liverpool 

House, John, Chilton Po'den, Somerset, Boot Maker. Oct 19 at 3 at 
offices of Chapman, King square, Bridgewater 

Jacob, Philip, Coventry, Warwick, Picture Dealer. Oct 20 at 10,15 at 
offices of East, Cherry st, Birmi ghan 

Jettery, George Alfred, Liverpool, General Draper. Oct 25 at 12 at 
offices of Gregory, York buildings, Dale st, Liverp ml 

Jeffery, James, Birmingham, Grocer. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of Jaques, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 

Johoson, Matthew, Thornhill, York, Woollen Manufact irer. Oct 22 at 
at 3 at offices of Good, Union -t, Dewsbury. Chadwick and Soas 

Jones, Grace Lioyd, Bettwsycoed, Carnarvon, Chemist. Oct 23 at lat 
the Queen’s Hotel. Chester. James, Llanrwst 

Kompson, Richard, Birmingnam, Grocer. Oct 19 at 3 at offices of 
Southall and Co, Newhail st, Birmingham 

Kilpack, Alfred, Derby, Hatter. Oct 25 at 3 at offices of Briggs, Full 


at, Derby 

Mackenzie, Alfred Westwood, Tabernacle wal’, Finsbury, Condiment 
Manufacturer. Oct 26 at 3 at offices of Haigh, jun, King st, Cheap- 
si 


ide 

McKenzie, Peter, Liverpool, Shipwright. Oct 29 at 3 at offices of 
Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 

Morland, William John, Widnes, Lancashire, Pla nber. Oct 21 at 3 at 
offices of Ashton and Garratt, Runcora 

Osborne, Hannah, Stratford-on-Avon, Warwick, Boarding House 
Keeper. Oct 18 at 11 at the Red Horse Hotel, strattord-on-Avon. 
Warden, Stratford-on-Avon 

Pain, John, jun, Dover, Kent, Builder, Oct 22 at 4 at offices of Mowll, 
Castle st, Dover 

Pennell, George Drewry, New Sleaford, Lincoln, Attorney's Managing 
Clerk, Oct zi at 12 at the Lion Hotel, North st, New Sleaford. 
York, Boston 

Phillipps. John Dennis, and Hugh Hart, Liverpool, Music Sellers. Oct 
26 at 11 at the Westminster Palace Hotel, Westminster. Peacock 


of Peacock and Cooper, Union court, Castle st, Li 
4 at offices of Philtrick, Old Broad st 
Oct 22 at | at offices of 
Reeves, Edward, Freeling st, Caledonian rd, Butcher. 
at 10.15 at of East, Cherry st, Birm 


and Cooper, Liverpo>| 
Phillipps, John Dennis, Liverpool, Music Seller, Oct 37 * 2 at offices 
Powell, Joseph Tringham, Bernard st, Russell square, Gent, Oct 20 at 
Reed, Anthony, Carling How, York, Grocer. 
Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 
Oct 2h at3 at 
offices of Ricketts, Frederick #t, Gray's inn rd 
Robinson, George Dannitt, Birmingt:am, Commission Broker. Oct 18 
ngham 
Seymour, Charles Foster, Hulme, nr Manchester, Hosier. Oct 22at 12 
at offices of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 
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Starr, Jeremiah, Hastings, Journeyman Baker. Ost 15 at 4 at the 
Havelock Hotel, dastings. Cammack, Hasiings 

Stokes, Robert, Weliingborough, Northampton, Baker. 
offices of Andrew, Market square, Wellingborough 

Thomas, Alfred, aud Frederick George Thomas, Liverpool, Oil Mer- 

Oct 28 at 2 at offices of Parkinson, Commerce court, Lord st, 

Liverpool 

Thomas, George, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Grocer. Oct 23 at 1 at 
offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Thompson, Jobn, Blackburn, Lancashirs, Draper. Oct 22 at 11 at the 

White Bear Hotel, Piccadilly. Wheeler and Co, Blackburn 

Tomlinson, Samue), Nantwich, Cheshire, Publican. Oct 22 at 11 at 
offices of Lisle, Nantwich 

Walters, John George, Portsea, Hants, Co al Merchant. Oct 22 at 4at 
offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Watts, James, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Oct 20 at 12 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, New et, Birmingham. Griffin, Birmingham 

Wickert, John, Wynyatt st, Goswell rd, Spring Mattress Manufacturer* 
Oct 19 at 2 at offices of Swaine, Cheapside 

Wiggett, William, Hungerford rd, Holloway Manufacturer. Oct 27 at 
2 at offices of Lovett, King William st 

Yapp, William, Worcester, Draper. Oct 21 at 1 at offices of Clutter- 
buck, High st, Worcester 

Yeo, Martha, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Provision Dealer. Oct 26 at 11 
at Sa of Mawson, Dancin st, Birke nhead, Anderson, Birken- 
h 

Togspa ¥, Oet. 12, 1875. 

Adderley, Charles Henry, Ann Adderley, and Jane Adderley, Longton 
Stafford, Drapers. Oct 22 at 2 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring 
gardens, Manchester. Hawley, Longton 

Ashort, Richard, Liverpool, Fish Desler. Oct 25 at 2 at offices of 
Biackburst, Dale st, Liverponl 

Aves, Edward Leopoid, Leadenhall st, Provision Merchant. Oct 29 
at 3 at the London Tavern, Bi-hopsgate st within. Stocken and 
Jupp, Lime st square 

Barnett, John Reeve, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Dyer. Oct 23 at 10.15 
at offices of Stratton and Rudl«nd, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Benjamin, Benjamin, Birmingham, Jeweller. Oco25 at | 
Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 


Bolton, John Kay, Fairfield, nr Liverpool, Drysalter. Oct 26 at 11.30at | 


offices of Plant and Abbott, Cannon st, Preston 
Bolton, Roger, Preston, Lancashire, Drysalter. 
of Piant and Abbo't, Cannon st, Preston 


st, Liverpool. Plant and Aboott, Preston 

Brande, Xev Wil liam Thomas Charles, Pulborough, Sussex. 
4 atthe Swan Hotel, Pulborough. Mant, Storrington 

Castree, George Henry, and William Josepn Brigham, Chadderton, nr 
Manchester, Silk Manufacturers. Oct 26 at 3 at offices of Sale and 
Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Cattanach, Charles Isaac, Felling, Darham, Plasterer. O.:t 22 at 2 at 
offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Coomber, Laura, Great Driffield, York, Dealer in Baby Linen. Oct 25 
at 2 at offices of Jennings, Great Driffield 

Cooper, James John, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Oct 25 at 12 at 
offices of Buller and Bickley, Moor st, Birmingham 

Cox, William, Wali st, Ball’s Pond rd, Greengroser. Oct 20 at 2 at 
‘Wood's Tavern, Portugal! st, Lincoln’s inn fields. Parsons, Blooms- 


bury et 
Croston, William, Hanley, Stafford, Saddler, Oct 21 at 11 at offices of 


Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 

Culy, David, Wisbech, Cambridge, Greyhound Breeder. Oct 25 at 11 at 
offices of Ollard, York row, Wisbech 

Daley, Henry, Nottingham, Gardener. Oct 25 at 12 at offices of Belk, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Davies, Mary Ann, Swansea, Glamorgan, Greengrocer. Oct 25 at 3 at 
57, Wind st, Swansea. Woodward 

East, Frederick Hyland, St Matthias place, Stoke Newington, Cheese- 
monger. Oct 25 at 12 at 9, King st, Newgate st. Preston 

Fromm, William, and Gaston de Lessert, Mark Jane, Merchants. Oct 
22 at | ut offices of Harper and Co, Rood lane 

Gash, Thomas, Brampton, Cumberland, Plumber. Oct 26 at 2 at 
offices of Carrick and Co, Brampton 

Gery, John, Aldrich rd, Kentish town, Pianoforte Manufacturer. Oct 
26 at 1% at the Hyde Park Hotel, Oxford st, Harris, Duke st, Mau- 
chester square 

Gibbs, Aaron, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Oct 25 at 3 at offices 
of Jeffery, Market square, Northampton 

Gibney, John, Liverpool, Tailor. Oct 23 at 11 at offices of Lowe, 
Castle st, Liverpool 

Gibson, Henry James, Sunderland, Durham, Fruiterer, Oct 26at 12 at 
offices of Oliver and Botterell, John st, Sunderland 

Greenhalgh, Hadel, Bolton, Lancashire, Yarn Agent. Oct 25 at 3 at 
offices of Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Griffiths, James, Birmingham, Bricklayer. Oct 25 at 3 at offices of 
Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Halcomb, Alexander, Felixstowe, Suffolk, Gentleman. Oct 26 at 11 at 
offices of Watts, Butter market, Ipswich 

Hanson, Henry, Margaret st, Poplar, Engineer. Oct 21 at 2 at Ridler’s 
Hotel, Holborn. Marshail 

Harrold, Mary Ann, Hatcham, Kent, out of business. Oct 20 at 3 at 
offices of Stopher, Coleman st 

Henderson, William Henry, Kilham, York, Grocer. Oct 25 at | at the 

me. Keys Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hull. Crowther, Scarborough 
ij 


inson, Samuel, Longport, Stafford, out of business. Nov 2 at 3 at 
ices of Salt, High st, Tunstall 
Hinitt, John, Kidderminster, Worcester, Baker. Oct 25 at 3 at 


offces of Miller and Co, Baxter chambers, Church st, Kidderminster 

Hodge, Hugh, Accrington, Lancashire, Baker. Oct 25 at 3 at offices 
of Hall, Queen st, Accrington 

Howarth, George Sampson, Lancashire, Fishmonger. Oct 25 at 3 at 
offices of Hockin, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Hows, Alfred Coy, Tower st, Waterloo rd, Pork Butcher. Oct 25 at2 
at offices of Pearce, Giltapur st 

Hudson, Robert, Scarborough, York, Grocer. Oct 25 at 3 at offices of 
Drawbridge and Rowntree, Newborough st, Scarboro! 

Hurney, Joseph, Sheffield, Slate Merchant. Oct 20 at 3 at the Cutlers’ 
Hall, Church st, Sheffield 


Oct 20 at12at | 


at offices of 


! 
Oct 26 at 11 at offices | 


Bolton, Roger, and Jobn Kay Bolton, Liverpool, Drysalters, Oct 25 at | 
11.20 at the rooms of the Liverpool Law Association, Limited, Cook , 


Oct 27 at | 


—— 

Jackson, James, Hucknall! Vorkard, Nottingham, Lime Barner, Nor} 
at 12 at offices of Fraser, Brougaum chambers, Nottingham 

Kent. Edwin John, Fenton, Stafford, Plumve:. Oct 20 at I1 at Offleey 
of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 

Kighley, George Frederick, Manchester, Boot Marchant, Nov 8 at3 
at offices of Fox, Princess st, Manchoster 

Lee, George, and Francis Edward Day, Rushill terrace, Lavender hit, 

, Battersea, Boot Makers. Oct 22 at 2 at offices of Batt, Dyers Hal, 
Dowgate hill. Webber, jun, Old Town, Clapham 

Leigh, Robert, Titchmarch, Northampton, Shoe Maker. Oct 21 at 11 
at offices of Richardson and So, Oundle 

Loker, William, Rayleigh, Essex, Grocer. Oct 23 at 4 at the Croyy 
Inn, Rayleigh. Dutteld and Bruty, Chelmsford 

Longfellow, William, Wetherby, York, Inakeaper. Oct 25 at 11.30 g 
the Star Inn, Wetherby, Coates and son, Wetherby 

Meaden, Robert Kellawav, Water lane, ‘Tower st, Wine M srchant. Oot 
21 at 2 at offices of Hub>ard, Londoa Joint stock Bank chambers, 
West Smithfield 

Mills, Edward George, Hanley, Stafford, Parian Manufactarer. 0-t1g 
at 3 at offices of Bishop, Bank chambers, Market square, Hanley 

Morgan, Ann, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. Ost 22 at 3 at 57, Wind 
st, Swansea. Woodward 

Moston, Wi'liam, Tunetall, Stafford, Clogger. Oct 25 at 1 at the Cop» 
land Arms Hotel, Stoke-upor-Trent. Alcock, Tunstall 

| Murphy, William Lawrence, Portland place north, Lower Clapton, 

{ Wine Merchant. Nov 3 at 3 at offices of Ditton, Iron nonger lane 

| Parker, David, Weobley, Hereford, Hotel Keaper. Oct 26 at 4 at ocficas 

{of Corner, High town, Hereford 

| 

| 





Payne, George, Warwick, Innkeeper. Oct 26 at 11 at offices of Snape 
and Goule, High st, Warwick 

Penn, Thomas Sharman, Bedford, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 30 at 12 at 

| the Red Lion Hotel, High st, Bedford. Fulcher, New Broad st 

| Pleasance, Elijah, Liverpool, Lic nsed Victualler. Oct 28 at 2 at offices 

| of Smith and Co, Branswick st, Liverpool 

| Pritt, Richard Henry, Preston, Lancashire, Draper. Oct 27 at 2 at 

! offices ot Spencer, Chapel st, Preston 

Ravenscroft, William, Witton, Cheshire, Cabinet Maker. Oct 23 at Il at 
at the Town Bridge Lecture Room, Nofihwich, Fletcher, North 
wich 

- Rawlinson, Christopher, Blackburn, Lincashire, Photographer. Oct 

22 at 3 at offices of Scott, New Market st, Blackburn 

Rayner, James, York, Shopkeeper. Oct 25 at 12 at offices of Wilkinson, 
St Helen’s square, York 

Roberts, William David, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper. Oct 22 at 11 at 
14, Park st, Lianelly. Howell 

Robinson, John, Aikton, Cumberland, Farmer. 
of McKeever, Wigton 

Roper, John, Laindon, Essex, Farmer. 
ton, Mark lane 

Schultz, Alfred Ebenezer, King’s rd, Chelsea, Wine Marchint. Oct 9 
at 3 at offices of Slater and Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Parry, 

|  Basinghall st 

' Smith, Thomas Hirst, Huddersfield, York, Cloth Finisher. Oct 22 at 

| at offices of Laycock and Co, John William st, Hudde-sfield 

| Shrewsbury, David, Changealley, Wine Merchant, Oct 28 at 2 at offices 

of Bailey, Tokenhouss yard 

Soden, William, and Joseph Clark, Tamworth, Warwick. Boot Mana- 

| facturers. Oct 28 at 11 at offices of Nevill and Atkins, Tamworth 

' Sparkes, Edward Wyndham, Abertillery, Monmouth, Ironmongar. 
Oct 25 at 12.40 at offices of Morgan, Commercial st, Poatypool 

Stokoe, William Henry, B ishopwearmouth, Durham, Iron Snipbuilder. 
Oct 21 at 3 at offices of Simey, Jona st, Sunderland 

Stringer, Edward, Huddersfield, York, Joinar. Oct 26 at 3 atoitices of 
Ainley, Newst, Huddersfield 

Tayler, Thomas Crux, Upton, Essex, out of business. Ost 29 at 2 at 
offices of Breckels, Guildhall chambers, Basioghall st. E.am New 


Oct 28 at 11 at offizes 


Nov 5 at 11 at offices of Pres 


te st 

Tayler, William Henry, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Librarian. Oct 
25 at 11 at the Talbot Hotel, Victoria st, Bristol. Chapman, Weston- 
super-Mare 

Taylor, Adam, Halifax, York, Merchant. 
Thomas, Crossley st, Halifax 

Taylor, William Smith, Sheffield, Pictare Dealer. Oct 23 at Il at the 
Cutlers’ Hall, Church st, Sheffield. Mellor, Sheffield 

Thomas, Joshua, Birmingham, Journeyman Tailor, Oct 22 at 3 at offices 
of Maher and Poncia, Temple st, Birmingham 

Tyson, John, Ulverston, Lancasbire, Boot Maker. Oct 22 at IL at the 
Temperance Ha!l, Uiverston. Jackson 

Van Diepenheim, Meyer, Brighton, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Oct 
at 11 at 7, Dorset gardens, St James’s st, Brighton. Gammon, Barge 
yard, Buckleresbury 

Waddington, Samuel, Rochdale, Lancashire, Grocer. Oct 29 at 3 at 
of Holland, Baillie st, Rochdale 

Walsh, Joseph, Birmingham, Furniture Daaler. Oct 25 at 12 at offices 
of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Westbury, Clement, Walsall, Stafford, Brush Manufacturer. Oct 22 at 
12 at offices of Crump, Bridge st, Walsall 

Wybro, Thomas, Little Shelford, Cambridge, Builder. Oct 26 at 12 at 
offices of Whitehead, Post Office terrace, Cambridge 

Wilson, David Hamiiton, Newcastle-apon-Tyne, Bookseller. Oct 29 ab 
2 at offices of Chartres and Youll, Grainger st west, Newcastle-apou- 


Tyne 
Yerworth, Frederick, High st, D»ptford, Draper. Nov 1 at 2 at offices 
of Scard and Son, Gracechurch st 


Oct 22 at 1 at offices of 


————<_~) 











UNERAL REFORM,.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 


apon all classes of the community. With a view of applying aremedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, whea 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prep 

to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company als0 
andertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, l 





and to al — 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full partic’ 
be obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Suiol oles 4 
Lancaster-placa Strand, W.C, 
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